. January 18, 1957

Dr/ Clifferd Grobstein
Nationa] Cancer Institute o
Bethesda 14, M. NI

March, and what with the other things on ainds new, " homework
wvould have been a heavy burden too. |
Please don't quote me mwafthof'éll“éving, beocsuse ve haven't

definitely made up our minds, but I felt I owe ny best impressions.

There is this complication, In additien to Stanford, I sm entertaining
two other possibilitiess ¢ne, at the medigal sehool here for a pessible
expanded development along the lines of medical genetics (sensu latu)s the
other a professorahip in the genstics department at Berkelsy, in many vays
an epposite number to my pesitien here, } slightly more expansive, and
on a nev and interesting campus. You can the turmeil we're in (I'm
not menti the easy ones, that would mean moving te such Siberias as
Philadelphia.) At this instant, it seems like a tossup between Berkeley
and Nadison— Esther a-nd I are having a tough job meking up our minds.
There is a problem of 'anti-nepotims' rules at Berkeley-- the pecple there
aseure us that they can work out a happy selution, but we haven't seen just
what it will be yet. In the shuffls, Stanferd seems samevhat less atiractive

ount of micrebicloegy rather limited (Van Niel is at
Pacific Grove and about as accessible to Berkeley as to Stanford)~~ but we haven't
the point of ruling it eut sltogether. The Biocchemistry is another
factors there will be a brand new department, vhich Ed Tatum was to have led,
but the medical school is teking its time ébout setting it yp. S8cme of the
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And faculty housing, as well as ‘free quarters' ‘
tive, But for my own partioculaf field, Stanferd d ot yet seea to have the
intellestual envircoment that Berkeley can offer; I may be overrating this,
and as we get older, the lower -pressure system st Palo Alto may seem inc
more attractive, ' ’



Now, as you know, Berkslsy is about a 75-minute drive fhem Palo Alto, and
there has not been a great deal of intercourse. However, we have friends that
ve value at both places, and 1f we do neve west, we strongly hope to increase
that traffie. 80 if you did deoide to accept Stanford, this would be ancther
inducement for us to tals either job.

Twitty impresses me as an 4able person, in all his cspacities—— you must know him
professiomally better than I do. The rest of the department is not so vers aggres-
sive in experimental work, and it is obvicus that in considering two such costly
(I 41an't say good) appaintaments as you and I would represent, the department and
the university are making a strong bid to upgrade their experimental biology. If
they could continue that sustained effort over some time, they are bound to get
places., If I were an organiseséminded perssm now, I would see Stanferd as an
excellent opportunity. But for the next five ¢r ten years, I'd rather have a niche
1pid out for me, There is a certain amount of strength in 'mass', and I can see
that Stanford-Biology 1s making good sense in concentrating on tal embryo-
logy. I'm not very well able to judge the natural-history angle s if that line
can be stromg these days, it probably is. I'm trying to suggest the possibility
that Stanford might be relatively more aitractive te you than te me, but you have
to judge that.

I shodld ealso mention Dave Perkins, vhem I've known since Columbia. He is a selid,
spund geneticist— he's comcentrated a long time on mapping and tetrad analysis
-=and he might get to do even better work with the kind of physioclegide® stimulation
you could give him,

If you could samehow get cut here pdq it would be refreshing to be
‘each other's beer. I'1l have to serape a little to raise it in
guarantes your fare too. (I know the Biol. Div. had asked you
could offer a return favor, but it dossn't seem possible now.
these decisions made before end of February, and as we prchably are
on Margh 6 we'd probably miss your flight west, If you think could
extra trip to Madison, give me a week or ten days to arrange a seminar da
Just oome, WB'11l be looking forward to seeing you, and have lots of rom a
house,
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Sincerely,

Joshua Lederberg



